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DETAILED ACTION 

This is a first office action in response to an application for patent filed on 1/30/2001 . 
Claims 1-26 are presented for examination. 



Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 1/30/2001 is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information disclosure 
statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative fomri and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 1 50 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

The disclosure is objected to because it references multiple related patent 
applications that do not reflect their current status including associated patent numbers. 
Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



Oath/Declaration 
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The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or declaration in compliance 

with 37 CFR 1 .67(a) identifying this application by application number and filing date is 

required. See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration Is defective because: In the original oath filed on 
1/30/2001 applicants claim priority of US Patent Application Number 08/382,952. 
However, the cross reference to related application of the disclosure refer to US 
Application Number 08/382,958, which is different than the application mentioned 
above. Correction is required. 

Priority 

Applicant Is reminded that in order for a patent issuing on the instant application 
to obtain the benefit of priority based on priority papers filed in parent Application No. 
09/307,239 under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d) or (f), a claim for such foreign priority must be 
timely made in this application. To satisfy the requirement of 37 CFR 1 .55(a)(2) for a 
certified copy of the foreign application, applicant may simply identify the application 
containing the certified copy. 



Double Patenting 

The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re LongI, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 
644 (CCPA 1969). 
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A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply 
with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

Claims 1-26 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-4 of copending 
Application No. 09689,120. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are 
not patentably distinct from each other because the claims of the instant application are 
broader than the claims of application "120", which encompass the same metes, 
bounds, and limitations. Therefore, it would have been obvious to eliminate the 
limitations of the narrower claims, since it has been held that omission of an element 
and its function and a combination where the remaining elements perform the same 
function as before involves only routine skill in the art. See in re Karlson, 136 USPQ 
184. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

Claims 1-26 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-6 of U.S. Patent No. 6,330,666, claims 1- 
55 of US Patent 6,263,433, claims 1-13 of US Patent 6.892,296 and claims 1-1 1 of US 
Patent 6,910,125. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 
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patentably distinct from each other because the claims of the instant application are 
arguably broader than the claims of Patents "666", "433", "296", and "125", which 
encompass the same metes, bounds, and limitations. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to eliminate the limitations of the narrower claims, since it has been held that 
omission of an element and its function and a combination where the remaining 
elements perform the same function as before involves only routine skill in the art. See 
in re Karlson, 136 USPQ 184. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-6, 14-18 and 20-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Horvath et al. Hereinafter "Horvath" US Patent Number 5,450,599. 

As per claims 1 and 14, Horvath teaches a multiple stage processing pipeline 
(sequential process-pipeline) and a method for handling bit streams encoded in 
accordance with different standards and arranged as a single serial bit stream (see 
abstract), the multiple stage processing pipeline comprising: a token generator (blocks) 



responsive to the single serial bit stream for generating tokens (see col. 1 lines 20-32; 
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col. 7 line 63-col. 8 line 2); and at least one reconfigurable processing stage 
(dynamically modify processing control parameters) configured to respond to the 
generated tokens by processing different portions of the single serial bit stream 
corresponding to different ones of the different standards (see col. 1 lines 20-51 ; col. 2 
lines 45-55). 

As per claims 2 and 15, Horvath teaches the at least one reconfigurable processing 
stage comprises: a token decoder (decoding compressed blocks of image) for 
recognizing ones of the generated tokens as control tokens pertinent to that at least one 
reconfigurable processing stage and for passing unrecognized ones of the generated 
tokens to another of the stages (col. 4 line 60-col. 5 line 1 1 ; col. 9 lines 3-31 ). 

As per claims 3 and 16, Horvath teaches the at least one reconfigurable processing 
stage further comprises: an action identification unit responsive to at least one of the 
control tokens for reconfiguring the at least one reconfigurable processing stage to 
process a data token identified by the at least one control token according to one of the 
different standards (col. 9 line 55-col. 10 line 37). 

As per claim 4, Horvath teaches the token generator, the action identification unit and 
the token decoder are implemented in hardware (see fig 1). 



As per claims 5-6 and 17-18, Horvath teaches the different standards that include 
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MPEG and JPEG (see col. 1 lines 33-36). 

As per claim 20, Horvath teaches a system comprising: 

a detector unit for receiving a data stream of data having portions encoded according to 
different standards and for generating tokens (blocks) based on respective portions of 
the received data stream (see col. 1 lines 20-32; col. 7 line 63-col. 8 line 2); and a 
processor (fig 1) configured to respond to the generated tokens by processing the 
respective portions of the single serial bit stream corresponding to different standards to 
produce a decoded output (see col. 1 lines 20-51 ; col. 2 lines 45-55). 

As per claim 21 , Horvath teaches a system of claim 20, wherein the processor (see fig 
1) comprises a pipeline processor having at least one reconfigurable processing stage 
(abstract; col. 1 . lines 33-51 ). 

As per claim 22, Horvath teaches a system of claim 21 , that further comprising: a token 
decoder (decoding compressed blocks) for recognizing ones of the generated tokens as 
control tokens pertinent to that at least one reconfigurable processing stage (col. 4 line 
60-col. 5 line 1 1 ; col. 9 lines 3-31 ). 

As per claim 23, Horvath teaches a system of claim 21 , wherein the at least one 
reconfigurable processing stage (dynamically modify processing control parameters for 
blocks) comprises: an action identification unit responsive to at least one of the control 
tokens for reconfiguring the at least one reconfigurable processing stage to process a 
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data token identified by the at least one control token according to one of the different 
standards (col. 9 line 55-col. 10 line 37). 

As per claims 24-25, Horvath teaches a system of claim 20, wherein the different 
standards include MPEG and JPEG (see col. 1 lines 33-36). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomis the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 7-13, 19, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Horvath in view of Ackland et al. hereinafter "Ackland" Us patent 
number 5,220,325. 
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As per claims 7, 19, and 26, Horvatli does not explicitly detail on H.261 standard. 
However, it must be noted that H.261 standard is well known in the art as evidence by 
the teachings of Ackland to provide video telephony data. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill artisan at the time of the invention to have incorporated H.261 
standard into Horvath image processing to expand the system capability in dealing with 
and presenting compressed digitized video information (see Ackland col. 1 lines 32-45). 

As per claims 8-10, Horvath does not teach a spatial decoding stage and a temporal 
decoding stage. Ackland teaches a spatial decoding stage and a temporal decoding 
stage (see Ackland col. 1 lines 23-31). These features are well known in the art at the 
time of the invention for the purpose of recognizing the control tokens and for temporally 
and spatially representing image or video sequence (see Ackland col. 1 lines 23-31). 

As per claims 11-13, Horvath-Ackland deal with a reconfigurable prediction filters block 
(see Horvath col. 7 lines 35-39). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantz B. Jean whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3937. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-6:00 M-f. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on 571 272 3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Frantz Jean 



FRANTZB.JEAN 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



